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Remarks/Arguments 



Claims 1, 2 and 7 - 14 are pending in the application. Claims 1, 8 and 11 
are independent. The claims have been amended in view of formal reasons. No 
new matter is believed to be added. 

Rejection of claims 1, 2 and 7 - 14 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b), as being 
anticipated by Akatsu etal. (US 6,496,862), hereinafter Akatsu 

Applicants submit that for at least the following reasons, claims 1, 2 and 7 - 
14 are not anticipated by Akatsu, 

For example, claim 1, in part, requires: 
requesting, by a client device, the opening of en isochronous connection 

between the client device and a source device; 

- specifying, by the client device, a file to be transferred from the source 
device to the client device in en isochronous manner over the connection; 

- specifying, by the client device, a starting point, within said file, from which 
the transfer is to be carried out; and 

- requesting, by the client device, initiation of the file transfer from the 
starting point" 

In the Office Action, page 3, the Office alleged that Akatsu discloses the 
above claimed feature, at for example, columns 11,12 and 16. Applicants 
respectfully disagree. 

Akatsu, column 11, lines 50-60, recites: 

"At act 2420, the service controller requests the 1294 driver 820 to 
enable isochronous transmission over the pre^allocated isochronous 
channel by sending an MPEG TALK START request. In act 2424, the 
service controller 808 sends a VC ENABLE request to the ATM driver 816 
to request an isochronous virtual channel ('VC). Next, in act 2428, an 
asynchronous write request comprising an MPEG READY response is sent 
from the service controller 808 to the 1394 driver 820, from which it is then 
sent to the target IEEE 1394 node." 

Akatsu. column 12, lines 7-15, recites: 
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"At act 2448, the service controller 808 passes a request to the ATM 
driver 816 requesting to disable (or close) the isochronous virtual channel. 
At act 2452, the service controller 808 sends a MPEG TALK STOP 
response to the IEEE 1394 driver. Finally, at act 2460, the isochronous 
resources are released, wherein an MPEG STOP response is sent from the 
service controller 808, through the IEEE 1394 driver 820 and then to the 
IEEE 1394 node." 

The above cited passages in Akatsu disclose the enabling and the 
subsequent disabling or closing transmission over the isochronous virtual channel 
by an exchange of command messages, such as MPEG TALK START, VC 
ENABLE, MPEG READY, MPEG TALK STOP, and MPEG STOP. However, none 
of these commands causes the client to specify a file to be transferred, as recited 
in claim 1. 

Furthermore, nothing can be found in the cited passages or anywhere else 
in Akatsu that teaches or even suggests the feature of causing the client device to 
specify a starting point, within the file, from which the transfer is to be carried out. 
As shown above, col. 12, lines 7-15 of Akatsu does not suggest specifying a 
starting point within a file, but discusses closing the isochronous virtual channel 
and releasing the resources. 

Akatsu, column 16, lines 13-20, recites: 

To begin the command and control transfer process, a trigger is 
received. For example, a trigger can include a "menu" button on a remote 
control that initiates the command and control transfer process, or a stored 
procedure in a device residing in the home entertainment network 500. As 
shown in FIG. 14, a packet engine output from process 1804 (described 
below with reference to FIG. 15) can initiate the acts for command and 
control transfer." 

Although Akatsu discloses a command and control transfer process, there is 
no teaching of initiating the file transfer from a specific starting point, as recited in 
claim 1 . 

Therefore, Akatsu fails to disclose the claimed features: causing the client 
device to specify a file to be transferred from the source device to the client device 
in an isochronous manner over the connection; causing the client device to specify 
a starting point, within said file, from which the transfer is to be carried out and 
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causing the client device to request initiation of the file transfer from the starting 
point specified by the client device. 

In view of at least the foregoing, Applicants submit that claim 1 is patentable 
over Akatsu. 

Independent claims 8 and 11, although different from claim 1, include 
several similar distinguishing features as discussed above with respect to claim 1 . 
For example, claim 8 is directed to a device including a functional component 
module providing an application programmable interface for access to said 
recording medium by a client device wherein the application programmable 
interface comprises a method for transferring an isochronous file over an 
isochronous connection to the client device starting from a starting point in the file, 
specified by the client device; and claim 11 is directed to a method including the 
steps of receiving from a client device a method call including a request to transmit 
an isochronous file to the client device over an isochronous connection with the 
client device, from a starting point specified in the request; and initiating the file 
transfer from the starting point. Applicants essentially repeat the above arguments 
for claim 1 and apply them to claims 8 and 1 1 , pointing out why claims 8 and 1 1 
are patentable over Akatsu. 

Claims 2, 7, 9, 10, and 12 - 14 respectively depend from and inherit all the 
respective features of claims 1, 8 and 11. Therefore, claims 2, 7, 9, 10, and 12 - 
14 are patentable for at least the reason that they respectively depend from claims 
1 , 8 and 1 1 , with each claim containing further distinguishing features. 

Withdrawal of the rejection of claims 1 , 2 and 7 - 14 under 35 U.S.C, 102(b) 
is respectfully requested. 
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Conclusion 

Having fully addressed the Examiner's rejections It is believed that, in view 
of the preceding amendments and remarks, this application stands in condition for 
allowance. Accordingly then, reconsideration and allowance are respectfully 
solicited. If, however, the Examiner is of the opinion that such action cannot be 
taken, the Examiner is invited to contact the Applicants' attorney at (609) 734- 
6815, so that a mutually convenient date and time for a telephonic interview may 
be scheduled. 



Respectfully submitted. 



By: 




Paul P. Kiel 
Attorney for Applicants 
Registration No. 40,677 



THOMSON Licensing LLC 
PO Box 5312 

Princeton, NJ 08543-5312 



Date. ef/2M 
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